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Christopher P. Lynch, President
Normandy Broadcasting Corp.
217 Dix Avenue
Glens Falls, New York 12801

David Tillotson, Esquire
3421 MStreet, N. W., #1739
Washington, D. C. 20007

Y. P&ulette Laden, Esquire
Gary P. Schonman, Esquire
Hearing Branch, Mass Media Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
2025 MStreet, N. W.
Room 7212
Washington, D. C. 20554

IN REPLY R€i:ER TO:
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Re: Glens Falls, New york/
MM Docket No. 92-6--- ...

Dear Counsel:

The Review Board has under consideration the Initial Decision, the exceptions
and briefs, filed with respect thereto. We are scheduling oral argument for
Friday, April 30, 1993 commencing at 10:00 a.m. in Room 235 (Courtroom No.
2), 2000 L Street, N. W., Washington, D. C. Those parties who within five
days file a written notice of intention to participate in oral argument
(Section 1.277{c) of the Rules} shall be allowed twenty minutes for argument.
Counsel for Normandy Broadcasting Corp. and the Mass Media Bureau may reserve
part of their time for rebuttal. The order of appearance shall be:

Normandy Broadcasting Corp.
Mass Media Bureau
Lawrence N. Brandt



Counsel are reminded that oral argument is granted pursuant to the Board's
discretion, 4J CFR 1.227(c). Its purpose is not simply to rehash arguments
contained in the briefs but rather to provide an opportunity for the advocates
to address factual and legal issues which concern the Board members. Good
advocacy dictates that litigants focus their arguments on the points most
critical to their case, as well as on questions from the Bench. Discussion
of non-decisional points should be avoided. See Weiner, Briefing Federal
Appeals (BNA, Washington, D. C., 1967), at pp. 297-298. Circuit Judge Carl
McGowan has indicated that: "When the most rigorous winnowing [in the written
briefs] has been done, and you are still left with a number of points, the
capacity to discriminate between them in oral argument remains essential.
"McGowan, Judicial Review of Agency Action, 20 Administrative Law Review at
pp. 173-174 (Dec. 1967). Your cooperation will help ensure that oral argument
contributes to the Board's proper adjudication of the sUbject case.

By Direction of the Review Board

Allan Sacks
Chief for Law
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